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them."** Decisions as to the credibility of a cooperating
witness's testimony remain for the jury to make.?*

In addition, courts agree that evidence of a cooperating
witness's duty to testify truthfully as part of the plea
agreement may be admitted into evidence.’®”’ Thus, evidence
concerning a plea agreement and its provisions may have both a
bolstering effect (because of the truthfulness requirement) and
an impeaching effect (because of the promise of leniency) on the
witness's credibility.?*® Hence, the entirety of the plea
agreement allows the jury to accurately assess the witness's

credibility.?*®
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